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REMARKS 

Entry of the amendments is respectfully requested. Claims 1,12, and 16 have 
been amended to further define the invention. Claim 5 has been amended to correct a 
typographical error. Claims 10, 1 1, 13, 19 and 20 have been canceled without prejudice 
or disclaimer. Applicants gratefully acknowledge the Examiner's finding that claims 9, 
11,18 and 20 contain patentable subject matter. Claim 9 has been rewritten in 
independent form. Claims 1-9, 12, 14-18 and 21 are currently pending in the application. 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the present application in view of the 
foregoing amendments and in view of the reasons that follow. 

This amendment adds, changes and/or deletes claims in this application. A 
detailed listing of all claims that are, or were, in the application, irrespective of whether 
the claim(s) remain under examination in the application, is presented, with an 
appropriate defined status identifier. 

1. Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

a. Claims 1-7, 16 and 17 

Claims 1-7, 16 and 17 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kingsley ("Kingsley," U.S. Patent No. 4,1 80,737). Applicant 
respectfully traverses the rejection. Independent claims 1 and 16 have been amended. 

Independent claim 1 has been amended to include the limitation of claim 1 1 that 
the first collimator array is comprised of an etched grid etched directly onto the 
scintillator array. Independent claim 16 has been amended to include the limitation of 
claim 20 that mounting a first collimator array comprises etching a grid onto said 
scintillator assembly. In contrast, Kingsley does not teach or suggest a first collimator 
array that comprises a grid etched directly onto the scintillator array. In the Office Action 
at page 6, the Examiner indicates that the prior art ". . .fails to teach or suggest the 
collimator comprised of etching a grid directly onto the scintillator array." Accordingly, 
claims 1 and 16 are believed to be allowable over Kingsley. 
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Claims 2-7 depend from amended claim 1 and incorporate all of the limitations of 
amended claim 1 and are therefore allowable over Kingsley for, among other reasons, the 
same reasons as given above with respect to amended claim 1. Claim 17 depends from 
amended claim 16 and incorporates all of the limitations of amended claim 16 and is 
therefore allowable over Kingsley for, among other reasons, the same reasons as given 
above with respect to amended claim 16. 

Accordingly, claims 1-7, 16 and 17 are believed to be allowable. Withdrawal of 
the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) and allowance of claims 1-7, 16 and 17 is 
respectfully requested. 

b. Claims 8 and 19 

Claims 8 and 19 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kingsley in view of Hoge ("Hoge," U.S. Published Patent Application No. 
2004/0217291). Claim 19 has been canceled. Claim 8 depends from amended claim 1 
and incorporates all of the limitations of amended claim 1 and is therefore allowable over 
Kingsley in view of Hoge for, among other reasons, the same reasons as given above 
with respect to amended claim 1. 

Accordingly, claim 9 is believed to be allowable. Withdrawal of the rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) and allowance of claim 8 is respectfully requested. 

c. Claim 10 

Claim 10 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kingsley in view of Joung et al. ("Joung," U.S. Published Patent Application No. 
2005/0017182). Claim 10 has been canceled. 

d. Claims 12, 15 and 21 

Claims 12, 1 5 and 21 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kingsley in view of Schafer et al. ("Schafer," U.S. Patent No. 
6,09 1 ,795). Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 
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Independent claim 12 has been amended to include the limitation that the first 
collimator comprises a grid etched directly onto said scintillator array. Neither Kingsley 
or Schafer, in combination or alone, teaches or suggests a first collimator array that 
comprises a grid etched directly onto the scintillator array. In the Office Action at page 
6, the Examiner indicates that the prior art ". . .fails to teach or suggest the collimator 
comprised of etching a grid directly onto the scintillator array." Accordingly, claim 12 is 
believed to be allowable over Kingsley. 

Claim 15 depends from amended claim 12 and incorporates all of the limitations 
of amended claim 12 and is therefore allowable over Kingsley in view of Schafer for, 
among other reasons, the same reasons as given above with respect to amended claim 12. 
Claim 21 depends from amended claim 16 and incorporates all of the limitations of 
amended claim 16 and is therefore allowable over Kingsley in view of Schafer for, 
among other reasons, the same reasons as given above with respect to amended claim 16. 

Accordingly, claims 12, 15 and 21 are believed to be allowable. Withdrawal of 
the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) and allowance of claims 12, 15 and 21 is 
respectfully requested. 

e. Claim 13 

Claim 13 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kingsley and Schafer in view of Joung. Claim 13 depends from amended claim 12 and 
incorporates all of the limitations of amended claim 12 and is therefore allowable over 
Kingsley and Schafer in view of Joung for, among other reasons, the same reasons as 
given above with respect to amended claim 12. Accordingly, claim 13 is believed to be 
allowable. Withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) and allowance of claim 
13 is respectfully requested. 

f. Claim 14 

Claim 14 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kingsley and Schafer in view of Hoge. Claim 14 depends from from amended claim 12 
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and incorporates all of the limitations of amended claim 12 and is therefore allowable 
over Kingsley and Schafer in view of Hoge for, among other reasons, the same reasons as 
given above with respect to amended claim 12. Accordingly, claim 14 is believed to be 
allowable. Withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) and allowance of claim 
14 is respectfully requested. 

2. Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 9, 1 1, 18 and 20 were objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Applicants gratefully 
acknowledge the Examiner's finding that claims 9, 1 1, 18 and 20 contain patentable 
subject matter. 

Claim 9 has been rewritten in independent for including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. Claims 1 land 20 have been canceled. Claim 
18 depends from amended claim 16 and incorporates all of the limitations of amended 
claim 16 and is therefore allowable for, among other reasons, the same reasons as given 
above with respect to amended claim 16. 

3. Conclusion 

Applicant believes that the present application is now in condition for allowance. 
Favorable reconsideration of the application as amended is respectfully requested. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone if it is felt that a 
telephone interview would advance the prosecution of the present application. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees which may 
be required regarding this application under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16-1.17, or credit any 
overpayment, to Deposit Account No. 070845. Should no proper payment be enclosed 
herewith, as by a check being in the wrong amount, unsigned, post-dated, otherwise 
improper or informal or even entirely missing, the Commissioner is authorized to charge 
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the unpaid amount to Deposit Account No. 070845. If any extensions of time are needed 
for timely acceptance of papers submitted herewith, Applicant hereby petitions for such 
extension under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136 and authorizes payment of any such extension fees to 
Deposit Account No. 070845. 



Respectfully submitted, 

Date: Ej^jD^ By: CV^lH. JlMttfc 

JearfM. Tibbetts 

GE Healthcare Attorney For Applicant 

Customer No. 61604 Registration No. 43,193 
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